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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
145 12th Street. NW

Washingtan, D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag" technoleogy for digital television Ais a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

h robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception =quipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadeast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
wandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely,

Tinothy Talbert

1807 Ellis Rd NW Apt 3
Cedar Rapads. IA 52405
Usa




Page 1 of 1 3 23 35 PM, 10/28/02 5413023092

October 28, 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HW

Washington., D C 2068564

Dear Michael Copps.

I am wvriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As$ a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption aof DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for thelr custoners Adllowing movae studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessar:ily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Ofer Fuchs

23620 Cooladge Huy
Oak Parl, MI 48237
USA
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Qecrteber 11,2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital televirion As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necesoarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC iggues a broadcast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable raceivers and othes
equipment T will not pay more for devices that limit my sights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sucerely,

William Arisfaki
8 Joray Rd
Sharon, CT 06069
LTSa
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Ocrober 27, 2003

Commussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Commumeations Comrmssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael C',o]_:wf.)sJ

[ am wnung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” techaclogy for digytal
television. As 2 consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromecs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
theis customers. Allowing movie studsos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me betng charged more money for infenor
functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less hkely to make an investment i DTV-capable
teceivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision, Thank you for your tume,

Smcetely,

Ryan Osbom

739 N High St Apt C
Celumbus, OH 43215
USA
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October 22, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

i am writing to volce imy opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" techrology for digltal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatian, consumer rfights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be roofed In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto festures of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionailty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that fimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your tiine

Sincerely,

Gregory Plnera

20 Lambourne Road
Apartment 318
Towson, MD 21204
UsaA
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October 12, 2003

Commusstoner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comrnunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wontng to voice my oppoesiuon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digral
telewision As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for tnnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adopnon of DTV,

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abibity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result i products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Like me actually want, and st could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionalty.

It the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that hrmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your nme,

Sincerely,

Sanford Qlson

226 Randolph Dr Apt 116B
Madison, W1 53717

USA
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October 28, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

t am wrhiting to volee my oppasttion to any FCC-mandated adoptlen of "broadcest flag" technology for dightal television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, conaumer fights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturere’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studics to veto features of DTV-reception eculpment wili enabie the studlos to tell tachnologlsts
what new praducts they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |ikely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jehn Baker

Box 18501
Austin, TX 78781
USA
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Ocrtober 11, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae] Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digrtal
television. As g consumer and anzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competiive market for consumer electromes must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihty to innovate for
thesr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
teil technologists what new products they can create, This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumess like me actually want, and 1t could gesult in me being charged mote money for infenos
functionality.

It the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mnvestment 1n DTV-capable
tecewvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that hrrut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for diptal telemsion. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Benjamun Powell

8951 Hubbard St #3
Culver City, CA 90232
USA
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Octaber 28, 2003

Commissicner Michael I Coppe
Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppogition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I fee] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in mannfacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for mfarior finctionality

If the FCC issues a broadcest flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and cther
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Bobby Wrenn

1813 Pecan Grove
Careollton, TX 75007
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Comunussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washmgton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wahng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
television, As a consumer and citzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compeutive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ablity to wnnovate for
their customners, Allowang mowe stucios to veto features of DTV -reception equprment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don’t necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged moze money for infenor
funchonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 11 DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your ume.

Sincerely,

Richard McGowen
1013 Belvedere Court
Fort Collins, CO 80525
USA
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October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commiseion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

L m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios 1o veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consmumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC iseues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that litit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Eric Peeters

54235 Beaver Ridge Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76137
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
cansumer and citizen, | feal strongly that auch a policy would be bad for Innovation, eansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity te Innovate for thelr
custamers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.raception equipment will enable the studios to tell teehnologists
what new preducty they can create This will result In products that don't hecessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actuglly want, and It could resuit In me belng chargad more money for Inferler functlonaiity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wouid actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast tlag technology for dightal talevislon Thank you for your tirne

Slncerely,

Rick Avant

13411 Wakewood Dr
San Antonlo, TX 78233
UsaA
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October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCCe-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital televizion As a consumer
and cinzen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

& robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will reeult in products that don't iecessarily reflect what consumers like me aotually want, and it could result in me beng
charged more money for inferior fanctionslity

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actnally be less likely to make at investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techinology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Sean Thompson

27361 Sierra Hwy #83
Canyon Country, CA 91351
USa
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October 11. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am vriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technoliogy for digital television Ais a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for i1nnovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewvision Thank vou for your time

Sincerely.

Joel Anderson

945 East Sterling Draive
Spanish Fork. UT 84660
USa




Mark Cappuccio
90 W Grand St
Apt 102
Elizabeth, NJ 07202
Commussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
“broadcast flag”. 1 am writing 1o join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flug
will mean I am unable to recerve digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operaung systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addiuonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source softwaie are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thew contwributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able 1o compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—souwrce programmers from innovating in field of digital
conunurlcations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television progranuming, not tess, Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways conswmers are
able 10 watch TV, consumers will be fess inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promaote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Mark Cappucclo
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October 28, 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. KW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers &llowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessar:ily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomalaty

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equapment I will not pay
nore for devices that limat my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank wou for yvour time

Sincerely.

Matthew Morgan-Hay
123328 14th Ave NE
Seattle, Wa 98125
USh
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October 11, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV,

A 1obust, compettive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, Thus will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenior
functonality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
rece:vers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that hmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewsion, Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Michael Giese

42 Crown Ct

Powder Spnngs, GA 30127
SA
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October 27, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to velce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcast flag" technology for digltal television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such & pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect whet consumers Ilke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be lesa llkely to make an nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technrology far digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joseph Manganello
400 North Maln St
Ansorla, CT 06401
USA
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Octaber %1, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

l'ar writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technaiogy for digital television Ag a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavation, consumer fights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, campetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturars’ ablitty to Innovate for thetr
customers Allowling movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmant will énable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionaltty

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV.capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that |imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Darrell Vanaman

3333 S Wadsworth Blvd Unlt B-104 PMB 49
PMB 49

Lakewood, CO 80227

Usa
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Oectober 11, 2003

Comimussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
television, As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consume:
nghts, and the ultumate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroncs must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charged more money for nfenor
funcuonality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV-capable
rece:vers and othes equipment. ] wall not pay more for devices that lrmut my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast {lag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

James Riggs

557 Creelonew Dnve
Pelham, AL 35124
USA




Qctober 28, 2003

Comrmmssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV,

A 10bust, compentive marcket for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihity to nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV.-recepton equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wnll result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged more money for infenor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment ;n DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. T will not pay more for dewices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincezely,

Kewnin Kosmicln

43213 Rubboncrest Terrace
Ashburn, VA 20147

USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaet Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag" technology for dipital television As a

consumer and citizen, i feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmant will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create Thia will result In producets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mere money for Infarlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likety to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will hot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital talevision Thank you for your tima

Sincerely,

Kevin Videll

3813 Troon FI
Modesto, CA 55357
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag” technology for digrtal
television. As a consurner and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
rights, and the ulomare adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromics must be rooted mn manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products thet don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t ¢ould result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
tunctionality.

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to maks en investrnent in DTV-capable
tecetvers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for devices that limat my nghts gt the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital talavision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Josh Medley

4321 St. Domunie
Sant Ann, MO 63074
UsSA
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Octaber 11, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communlications Commissgion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for dighal television As a

consumer and clitizen, | feel strongly that sueh a pelicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A ropust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't hecessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and it could result in me being charged more monay for Inferlor functionaity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipment [ wlilt not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technoelogy for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Paul Suda

2208 N Sacramento
#3f

Chicago, IL 60647
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnhing to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandared adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competinve macket for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
their customers, Allowing mowe studios 1o veto features of DT V-reception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemng charged mote money for inferior
functtorla.hty.

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment, [ will not pay more for dewices that lrmat my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digatal television. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

ules White

PO Box 428
Montrose, AL 36559
USA




